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We study 2-flavor Hamiltonian lattice QCD in (1+1)D with hardcore gluons, at zero and finite
density, by means of matrix product states. We introduce a formulation of the theory where gauge
redundancy is absent and construct a gauge invariant tensor network ansatz. We show that the model
is critical in an extended subregion of parameter space and identify at least two distinct phases, one
of which embeds the continuum limit location. We reconstruct a subset of the particle spectrum
in each phase, identifying edge and bulk gapless modes. We thereby show that the studied model
provides a minimal SU(3) gauge theory whilst reproducing known phenomena of (3+1)D QCD.
Most notably, it features charged pions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) [1–3] is the sector
of the Standard Model of particle physics responsible for
the description of the quark and gluon fields, and their
strong interactions. Asymptotic freedom ensures that,
at short length scales, these fields manifest as almost
free parton particles, thus allowing for a perturbative ex-
pansion in a small coupling parameter. Conversely, at
wavelengths of the order of the size of a proton, quarks
and gluons confine, perturbative techniques become unvi-
able, and a plethora of color-neutral hadron bound states
and resonances emerge. Hadron masses make up the ma-
jority of visible matter and can be determined directly
via collider experiments [4]. Consequently, understand-
ing QCD at these scales is essential to our knowledge of
the physical universe and to validate high-energy theo-
ries against experimental evidence, e.g. from the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC). Lattice Monte Carlo (MC) nu-
merical methods have long been employed in attacking
this formidable challenge, producing outstanding predic-
tions for hadron masses and decay rates, and elucidating
the mechanisms of color confinement and chiral symme-
try breaking, as well as the thermal properties of QCD
[5, 6]. Despite this vast array of successes, MC methods
are plagued with the notorious sign problem in a vari-
ety of physically relevant scenarios, such as finite baryon
number density and real-time dynamics [6–8]. Especially
in these regimes, there is strong demand for alternative,
non-perturbative strategies aiming for a complete char-
acterization of QCD’s collective phenomena, such as its
phase diagram [9–11].

In this work, we numerically characterize the phase
diagram and spectral properties of Hamiltonian Lattice
QCD with two matter flavors in one spatial dimension,
under a hardcore gluon approximation. Our results,
summarized in Fig. 1, are obtained by means of Ten-
sor Networks (TN) [12–15], a framework that has shown
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the phase diagram of hardcore 2-flavor
QCD2 in the (g,m)-plane, m = mu = md (quark masses).
The arrows direct towards the continuum, where the lattice
correlation length ξ = ξphys/a of physical excitations diverges.
The model is gapped above a threshold bare quark mass of
order m ∼ 10−2, and gapless below. Within the gapless re-
gion, the dashed ellipses highlight the weak (g ≪ 1, blue) and
strong (g ≫ 1, red) coupling phases, which attracted most
of this work’s focus. At their interface lays the intermediate
coupling regime (g ≈ 1, green). Both the small and large g
phases feature gapless charged pions π± (s- and p-wave for
g ≪ 1, only s-wave for g ≫ 1). Circumstantial evidence sug-
gests the neutral pions π0 are also gapless; protons, neutrons
and delta baryons were found to be gapped (at finite g).

vast potential for quantum many-body physics in the
last decades. Rather than sampling partition functions
in Euclidean space, numerical TN methods rely on the
canonical formalism to variationally optimize many-body
wave functions; they are thus immune to sign problems
[16]. TN tame the exponential growth of the Hilbert
space with the system size by efficiently compressing the
wave function. Multiple families of TN sate ansätze have
been developed. Their effectiveness (and limitations) are
rooted in results from quantum information theory re-
garding the entanglement content of physically relevant
many-body states, with each ansatz being tailored to a
specific pattern of correlations [17]. Notable examples
include: Matrix Product States (MPS) [18–20], encod-
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ing one-dimensional (1D) area law entanglement; PEPS
[21, 22], generalizing the MPS construction to higher di-
mensional lattices; and finally TTN [23–25] and MERA
[26], capturing critical 1D correlations. Originally con-
ceived in the context of quantum spin chains [12, 27], TN
quickly spread to a diverse set of problems in condensed
matter physics, statistical physics [28], and recently even
quantum chemistry and machine learning [29, 30]. Of
particular relevance here, is their application to Abelian
and non-Abelian Lattice Gauge Theories (LGT). With
it, approximatively a decade ago, TN methods started
leaking into high-energy physics domain [30–44].

Recent years have witnessed a surge in proposals [45–
54] and realizations [55–60] of quantum simulation and
computation platforms. On par with TN, one of the goals
of this program is that of providing non-perturbative
sign-problem-free routes for quantum many-body com-
putations, a prominent example being lattice QCD [61–
75]. Quantum-based approaches, especially analog quan-
tum simulation, are also traditionally formulated in the
canonical picture [76]. Because of this, they share with
TN some of their strengths as well as many challenges.
The implications for TN are twofold: on one hand,
they become natural candidates to benchmark early-
stage quantum devices; on the other hand, they provide a
bridge between classical and quantum simulation, where
some of the advances on one front transfer to the other.
Areas where such cross-fertilization played a role are the
protection of gauge symmetries [77–79] and the trunca-
tion of the unbound gauge fields in LGTs with continuous
groups [80–82]. Schemes put forward in the context of
quantum simulation have found thriving applications in
TN algorithms; these encompass (i) quantum link mod-
els (QLMs) [83–85], (ii) discrete subgroup approxima-
tions [86–88], (iii) q-deformation of Lie algebras [89–92],
and (iv) projection onto low-dimensional irreducible rep-
resentations (irreps) of the gauge group [93].

Here we introduce a simplified model of (1+1)D 2-
flavor QCD and study it by means of MPS methods,
most notably the Density Matrix Renormalization Group
(DMRG) [94–96]. To make QCD amenable to TN meth-
ods or quantum simulation, we combine the Hamiltonian
formulation of LGT by Kogut and Susskind [97–99] with
a gauge field truncation in irrep space. We consider only
the strictest possible truncation, here labeled hardcore
gluon approximation in analogy to atomic physics, and
do not attempt a finite truncation extrapolation. We lay
out a recipe supplying the building blocks for a gauge
invariant TN state ansätze or quantum simulation proto-
col. In the light of future quantum simulation implemen-
tations, it is crucial to single out and characterize mod-
els of minimal complexity which share as many features
as possible with the theory of interest—here QCD. Our
TN analysis shows that the maximally-truncated model
studied here provides a minimal realization of a SU(3)
gauge theory reproducing part of the particle spectrum
of (1+3)D QCD—namely, charged pions.

The manuscript is organized as follows: in Section II

we define the Hamiltonian of the (untruncated) model,
reviewing the key ingredients of Kogut-Susskind LGT.
In Section III we truncate the gauge field, construct the
gauge invariant TN ansatz, and sketch the TN toolbox
employed. Section IV is devoted to the analysis of numer-
ical results: we show that the model admits a continuum
limit (Section IVA) and compare its particle spectrum
to that of ordinary QCD (Section IVB). Section V com-
pares our results with those from alternative QCD-like
models studied in literature and gives an outlook.

II. MODEL

We study a truncated version of 2-flavor quantum chro-
modynamics [1] in 1+1 spacetime dimensions (QCD2).
QCD2 is a Yang-Mills theory [100] with gauge group
SU(3)-color, coupled with Dirac fermion matter. In the
Kogut-Susskind formalism, its lattice Hamiltonian reads
[97–99]

H =
∑

x,f ,c,c′

[
− i

2
ψx,f ,cUx,c;x+1,c′ψ

†
x+1,f ,c′ +H.c.

]

+
∑
x,f ,c

mf (−1)xψ†
x,f ,cψx,f ,c +

∑
x

g2

2
E2

x;x+1 . (1)

We chose Planck units, while parameters and operators
have been made dimensionless by rescaling by appropri-
ate powers of the lattice spacing a. In terms of the (di-
mensionless) bare masses mf and coupling g, the contin-
uum limit reads mf , g → 0 [101].
The staggered fermion field ψ†

x,f ,c acts onmatter quark

degrees of freedom (d.o.f.) living on lattice sites x; it
carries a flavor index f ∈ {u, d}, plus a color index c ∈
{r, g, b} in the fundamental representation of local SU(3);
it obeys canonical anticommutation relations. The site
Hilbert space is obtained acting repeatedly with ψ†

x,f ,c

on a Fock vacuum; it decomposes in a (finite) direct sum
of irreducible representations (irreps) of SU(3) and basis
states are labeled |j, λ,m⟩, where j is an irrep, λ is a
degeneracy index, and m enumerates the states inside
irrep j [93].
Gauge gluon d.o.f. sit on lattice links where the chro-

moelectric energy density operator E2
x;x+1 and the paral-

lel transporter Ux,c;x+1,c′ act; the latter transforms with
the fundamental irrep and its dual at the left and right
ends of the link respectively, making the hopping term
in Eq. (1) gauge invariant. Operators acting on different
links commute with each other and with matter fields.
The link Hilbert space is generated by Ux,c;x+1,c′ and it

is spanned by states |j,m,m′⟩, with j an irrep label and
m,m′ indices of states in j and its dual j̄ respectively.
E2 is diagonal in this basis:

E2|j,m,m′⟩ = C2(j)|j,m,m′⟩ , (2)

C2(j) being the quadratic Casimir of irrep j. In principle
gauge bosons can occupy states in every possible irrep j,
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resulting in an infinite dimensional link space [93]. The
physical Hilbert space is the gauge invariant subspace
[102] of the many body Hilbert space—namely, of the
tensor product of all matter and gauge local d.o.f.. The
gauge invariant sector is singled out by the Gauss law
constraint Gµ

x |Ψphys⟩ = 0 ∀x, µ ∈ {1..8}, where Gµ
x are

the generators of local SU(3) transformations at site x
[33]. When implementing the numerics, we reformulate
the model using dressed sites: the basis consists only of
gauge invariant states, and Gauss law is replaced with a
set of simpler Abelian link selection rules [33].

QCD2 was already studied in the single flavor case in
[103]. Nevertheless, generalizing to Nf > 1 is particu-
larly convenient for spectral investigations. Indeed, in
the absence of the electroweak force, each quark flavor
number is separately conserved. This singles out rest
states of flavored particles as ground states in the appro-
priate symmetry sectors.

III. METHODS

We perform numerical Tensor Network (TN) simula-
tions (Section III C) on a finite chain with open boundary
conditions, at zero and finite density. To this aim, the
Hilbert space of the model has to be truncated to a fi-
nite dimensional one (Section IIIA), which can be further
compressed exploiting some of the available symmetries
(Section III B).

A. Hardcore Gluons

We truncate the infinite dimensional link Hilbert space
to a 19-dimensional one, keeping only the trivial irrep,
the fundamental and its dual. We label this truncation
hardcore gluon approximation, in analogy to lattice quan-
tum physics of atoms, as the truncated space is spanned
acting on the vacuum |0, 0, 0⟩ with (at most) a single ap-
plication of the parallel transporters Uc;c′ or U

†
c;c′ . Such a

projection preserves exact gauge invariance but spoils the
unitarity of parallel transporters. Because higher SU(3)
irreps have a larger quadratic Casimir, by Eq. (2), at
strong coupling g ≫ 1 the truncation acts effectively as
an energy cutoff. In the weak coupling (or continuum)
limit the truncation yields a different model, which we
refer to as hardcore 2-flavor QCD2.

Clearly, recovering the physics of the original contin-
uum theory requires relaxing the link truncation while
sending a → 0 [37, 104]. A meaningful extrapolation to
the untruncated theory should be possible with a finite
number of irreps. The computational Hilbert space di-
mensions resulting from the inclusion the next few irreps
are reported in Appendix A. In the present work, how-
ever, we focus solely on the maximally-truncated model
and on the features it shares with (1+3)D QCD, beyond
SU(3) gauge invariance and confinement.
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FIG. 2. Construction of the building blocks for a SU(3) gauge
singlet TN or quantum simulator. Cartoon representation of
the simplified case of a single quark flavor: (a) color irrep
decomposition and truncation of the gauge boson link space
(irreps are grouped by their quadratic Casimir eigenvalue);
(b) decomposition of the matter fermion site; (c) splitting of
the links in rishon semilink spaces; and finally (d) compos-
ite rishon-matter-rishon computational unit with its 12 color
singlets. The full recipe is detailed in Appendix A.

B. Gauss law

In a gauge theory, physical quantities are strictly gauge
invariant. In numerical simulations it is desirable to ex-
ploit this fact to lower the dimensionality of the com-
putational space by discarding unphysical states. At the
same time, it is imperative to preserve the local structure
of the global computational Hilbert space, namely its re-
alization as a tensor product space, upon which TN tech-
niques rely. It is in general not obvious how to enforce
Gauss law in a local fashion because gauge transforma-
tions at neighbouring sites involve non disjoint subsets
of local degrees of freedom (they share a link). Inge-
nious strategies to remove entirely either the matter or
the gauge fields have been put forward but, in their cur-
rent formulation, they do not work for the multi-flavor
non-Abelian model studied here [37, 105].
Our approach to enforce Gauss law consists of three

steps, outlined in the following (details in Appendix A)
and depicted pictorially in Fig. 2. In the first step we
draw inspiration from [106] and decompose each link in
a pair of rishons: new d.o.f. each residing on one end of
the link and accounting for the respective SU(3) transfor-
mations. Such semilink Hilbert spaces are generated by
operators ζ†L,x,c and ζ†R,x+1,c respectively; adopting the

usual labeling convention, states |j,m⟩ provide a basis
for each semilink. Finally, Ux,c;x+1,c′ is identified with
ζ†L,x,cζR,x+1,c′ , restricted to the subspace jL = j∗R. The
latter requirement ensures that rishons from each pair
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are in mutually conjugate irreps and thus specify a valid
gauge link state. This is achieved putting a local Abelian
symmetry constraint on the links. In the third and last
step, a composite or dressed site is forged fusing together
a matter site and its attached semilinks. Gauge invari-
ance mandates that these are collectively in a color singlet
state, thus Gauss law is recast as an internal constraint on
the dressed site. We solve it, obtaining a 54-dimensional
local computational basis.

The above procedure replaces Gauss law with a simpler
Abelian selection rule on each pair of neighboring sites.
As a byproduct, it yields a computational site which em-
beds both matter and gauge d.o.f. but is still smaller than
the original 2Nf ·Nc = 64-dimensional matter site alone.

C. Symmetric tensor networks

Hamiltonian lattice gauge theories are many-body
quantum systems. In this work, we tackle the exponential
growth of the many-body Hilbert space with the system
size by means of TN methods [13–15]. We use DMRG
[94–96], a deterministic energy minimization algorithm
over the MPS variational class [107], to efficiently con-
struct ground states of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) and
probe their properties.

The DMRG implementation we employ protects inter-
nal Abelian symmetries [96]. We exploit this feature to
fix: (i) jL = j∗R on each link; (ii) the up-quark number,
that is, the number of up-quarks minus the number of
up-antiquarks Nu =

∑
x,c(ψ

†
x,u,cψx,u,c − 1/2); (iii) the

down-quark number Nd (as above); and (iv) speed-up
the numerical simulation [15]. By controlling (Nu, Nd)
we can study the model’s vacua as well as its flavored
excitations. Targeting a given charge sector amounts to
starting the variational optimization from an MPS with
the desired quantum numbers. Note that, thanks to the
locality of DMRG updates, when running ℓ-site DMRG it
is sufficient to impose ℓ+1 independent link constraints,
rather than an extensive number of them [103, 108]. Fi-
nally, flavorless particle states (such as a π0 meson) can
also be found by looking for intra-sector excitations [109];
yet, that has a significantly higher computational cost.

In this work we will often target critical phases, which
violate the MPS area law entanglement bound. Ac-
cordingly, the MPS bond dimension χ, which controls
the accuracy and the computational cost of the TN
approximation, has to be increased polynomially with
the system size [110–112]. Bond dimensions as high as
χ = 8192 = 213 were used in this study. Information
on the convergence of our simulations is reported in Ap-
pendix D.

IV. RESULTS

We compute and inspect hardcore 2-flavor QCD2 vacua
and excitations across the parameter space (mf , g), gain-

ing insights on the phase diagram of the model. First,
we verify that the model admits a continuum limit (Sec-
tion IVA). Next, we focus on some candidate stable par-
ticles of the model and show that charged pions are phys-
ical in the continuum limit (Section IVB).

A. Criticality

The continuum limit of a lattice model is approached
when the lattice spacing a becomes much smaller than
the physical correlation lengths ξphys of the propagat-
ing degrees of freedom [113]: in order for ξphys = aξ
to be finite (or ∞) when a → 0, the lattice correlation
length ξ has to diverge. We check that hardcore 2-flavor
QCD2 possesses the expected continuum limit by veri-
fying that mf , g → 0 is a critical point. The long dis-
tance universal properties of a critical phase are encoded
by a conformal field theory (CFT). It is a well known
CFT result [114, 115] that, for an infinite 1D critical sys-
tem in its ground state, the entanglement entropy S of a
large subregion grows logarithmically with the length of
the subregion. Contrarily, 1D area law implies that S is
bounded by a constant in a gapped phase [116]. There
are finite-size corrections to the critical behaviour: length
is replaced by the chord length; moreover, a (possibly os-
cillating) term decaying as a power law away from the
boundary has been observed in Luttinger liquids [117–
119]. Ultimately, for a bipartition obtained cutting an
open chain of length L at x, in the x, L − x ≫ 1 limit,
we have

S(x) ≃ c

6
log ℓ+ c′ + c′′F (ℓ/L) cos(2xκ)|ℓ|−p . (3)

Here ℓ = (L/π) sin(πx/L) is the chord distance of the cut
from the boundary and κ is the Fermi momentum; the
central charge c, the critical exponent p and the scaling
function F are universal (i.e., they are properties of the
CFT alone), while c′ and c′′ are model-dependent (thus
non-universal) constants.
In Fig. 3 we fit S(x) to the first two terms in Eq. (3)

on the whole mf = 0 line subregion of parameter space.
We find that the model is always critical in the massless
regime and identify two distinct phases with an inter-
face at g ∼ 1. Although we did not fit the c′′ term, we
observe that the weak coupling phase—where the con-
tinuum physics is expected to lie— is compatible with
κ = 0, while clearly κ = π/2 for g >∼ 1. Oscillations are
particularly pronounced at the phases’ interface.
In Fig. 4 we study how robust criticality is to nonzero

bare quark masses. Decreasing mf , the massless phe-
nomenology is eventually recovered at weak coupling,
while at strong coupling this happens only for mu = md

(in the scanned mass range), when the up and down
quarks form a global SU(2)-isospin doublet. That de-
generate quark masses favour criticality can be partially
understood in the framework of chiral perturbation the-
ory [120], where explicit isospin-breaking is known to in-
duce a correction to the π0 pion mass. The splitting
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FIG. 3. Entanglement entropy S of a bipartition as a function
of the chord distance of the cut ℓ (a) for: weak, intermediate,
and strong coupling g, massless quarks, and many system
sizes L ∈ [24, 80] (darker tones correspond to longer chains).
Data points from all L are linearly interpolated to the first
two terms in Eq. (3), prioritizing large x points via weights ℓw.
For each g ∈ [0.1, 10] and w ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 4}, a fit is preformed
and assigned a weight (1 − R2)−1, R2 being its coefficient of
determination. Estimates of the central charge c (b) and c′ (c)
as a function of g are obtained averaging over the relevant fits
(the gray spline is just for visual aid).
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FIG. 4. Estimated central charge c versus the heavy quark
mass md, in units of its mf = 0 value c0; c ≪ 1 signals a
gapped phase. The plots involve L = 60 simulations at weak
(a) and strong (b) coupling g, and a variety of mu/md each.
The computation of c follows the procedure detailed in Fig. 3.

between the π± and π0 masses implies that they can-
not be simultaneously gapless. We expect an analogous
phenomenology to arise in the presence electromagnetic
interactions, in which case it is the π± mass that gets
a correction [121]. The onset of criticality is abrupt if
mu = md, while the growth of c is otherwise gradual and
mostly controlled by the mass md of the heavy quark.
Since c roughly “counts” the number of gapless degrees of
freedom [122], the above discussion implies that (i) there

are multiple massless particles at mf = 0 and (ii) their
gaps close at different mass scales when md ̸= mu. Sec-
tion IVB is devoted precisely to the classification of such
gapless particles; pinning the eventual degeneracies of
the vacuum sector is a prerequisite and is carried out
in Appendix C, where we show that the model has a
unique vacuum and find indirect evidence of the pres-
ence of massless flavor-neutral excitations.

B. Edge and bulk excitations

We now turn to characterizing some of the particle ex-
citations of hardcore 2-flavor QCD2, focusing on modes
which survive in the continuum—i.e. those whose mass
gap M = 1/ξ measured in lattice units closes when ap-
proaching the continuum limit [113]. The argument is
the dual to that for the correlation length: if a gap does
not close, Mphys = M/a diverges when a → 0 and the
particle is effectively pushed out of the spectrum. Gauge
theories are known to confine in (1+1)D [123–125], there-
fore only color-neutral excitations are viable particle can-
didates. Among these, we investigate the fate of the
charged pion π+ = ud̄, proton p+ = uud, and Delta
baryon ∆++ = uuu gaps, working at mf = 0. The ex-
tension to π− = dū, n0 = udd, and ∆− = ddd follows
by flavor parity symmetry. More exotic hadrons, such as
tetra- and pentaquarks [126–128], could also be studied
with the same techniques, provided enough flavors are
included in the Hamiltonian.

Gapless modes are identified by either [129] (i) comput-
ing directly particles’ rest states (ground states in the ap-
propriate symmetry sectors) and their gaps; or (ii) study-
ing the vacuum two-point function of fields with the de-
sired quantum numbers. An advantage of the former ap-
proach is that, in TN calculations, energies are much less
sensitive than correlators to the MPS bond dimension.
On the other hand, via correlation functions, informa-
tion about many different particle types can be efficiently
extracted from a single vacuum MPS. Additionally, cor-
relation functions always probe the bulk physics while
eventual edge modes have to be detected and discarded
by hand when working at finite quark number.

1. Inter-sector excitations

We obtain finite density states with N particles of type
Σ ∈ {π+, p+, ∆++} by constraining DMRG to the flavor
symmetry sector Qf = NQΣ

f , where Q
Σ
f = (QΣ

u , Q
Σ
d ) is

the flavor charge of Σ, e.g. Qπ+

f = (+1,−1). For each
specie, we start from the vacuum (N = 0) and increase
N until the band is completely filled. All the results of
this subsection are for the weak coupling phase, g = 0.1.
Figure 5 shows the particle number densities

ρΣx =
∑

f Q
Σ
f ρx,f

(∑
f |QΣ

f |
)−1

, (4)
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FIG. 5. Local observables evaluated on states of up to N = 11
excitations of specie Σ ∈ π+, p+, ∆++ (rows). Specifically:
particle number density ρΣx rescaled by the bulk size L − 2
(left), and gauge field energy density in units of g2, E2

x;x+1

(right). The N = 0 (vacuum) contribution is subtracted in
E2

x;x+1 plots. Points are spline interpolated to make the plots
more readable. Fixed parameters: L = 48, g = 0.1, mf = 0.

with [130]

ρx,f =
∑
c

(ψ†
x,f ,cψx,f ,c − 1/2) , (5)

and link energy densities E2
x;x+1 up to N = 11, taking

N = 1 as a reference state. For all species Σ, the N = 1
densities decay away from the boundaries, a strong signa-
ture of a low-energy edge excitation—an edge zero mode.
Conversely, N > 1 states are manifestly bulk excitations
of N−1 hardcore particles (see first column). For p+ and
∆++, the Nth profiles are approximatively reproduced
stacking the first N − 1 free particle-in-a-box probability
density functions, suggesting that they interact weakly.
Friedel oscillations are also present in density profiles of
fermionic modes (p+, ∆++) but absent in bosonic ones
(π+) [131].

The energy gaps εN −εN−1 between subsequent states
are plotted in Fig. 6 as a function of the up quark filling
fraction, adjusted by discarding the edge modes’ contri-
bution: ν = (Qu −QΣ

u )/(3L/2) [130]. This ensures that,
for each specie Σ, the first nonzero ν corresponds to the
first bulk mode; in the thermodynamic limit, the asso-
ciated gap is the mass gap M of Σ. Subsequent gaps
measure the energy cost of adding one particle to the
system at finite density, and thus can be interpreted as
a finite-size chemical potential. On the other hand, in a
weakly interacting picture, adding particles means pro-
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FIG. 6. Energy gaps between states at different π+, p+ and
∆++ filling ν. At g = 0.1,mf = 0. Bigger points are obtained
at L = 24, while lines and smaller markers come from L = 48.
Black points at the origin refer to the edge mode (N = 1)
gaps with respect to the vacuum. The shading emphasizes
the alignment of all species’ slopes at intermediate ν.
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(a) π+

0.00 0.02 0.04
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M = 1.00(1)

(b) p+

0.00 0.02 0.04

1/L
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1.2

1.4

M = 1.01(1)

(c) ∆++

FIG. 7. Finite size scaling of the gap ε2−ε1 of the first π+, p+

and ∆++ bulk modes; L ∈ [24, 88] (smaller markers for longer
chains). The lines show the interpolation with a degree 2
polynomial, the extrapolated mass is also reported. The error
estimate comes from the comparison with the estimate from
a linear interpolation. Fixed parameters: g = 0.1, mf = 0.

gressively exciting higher wavenumber modes. Then, ν
is the highest occupied wavenumber and—neglecting the
interaction energy—each curve in Fig. 6 mimics the dis-
persion relation of the corresponding specie. Corroborat-
ing a weakly interacting explanation are (i) the collapse
of data from different system sizes L = 24, 48; (ii) the
linearity of the π+ case, compatible with a vanishing
mass gap (Fig. 7); and (iii) the common slope of curves
from different species at intermediate momenta. The lat-
ter suggests the emergence of a “speed of light”, hinting
at the restoration of Lorentz invariance—at least away
from cutoff effects (infrared and ultraviolet) and eventual
interactions with the edge mode at low ν.
We compute the lattice mass M of π+, p+, ∆++ par-

ticles by means of a finite-size scaling analysis of the re-
spective first bulk gaps. Indeed, we expect (ε2 − ε1) →
(ε2 − ε0) → M in the large L limit, provided the
edge mode gap and the bulk-boundary interaction vanish
quickly enough (the former is expected to fall exponen-
tially [133]). The results are shown in Fig. 7. Protons p+,
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excitation operator Φx

on-site s-wave π+ ∑
c ψx,u,cψ

†
x,d,c

nearest-neighbor s-wave π+ ∑
c,c′(ψx,u,cUx,c;x+1,c′ψ

†
x+1,d,c′ + ψx+1,u,cU

†
x,c;x+1,c′ψ

†
x,d,c′)

nearest-neighbor p-wave π+ ∑
c,c′(ψx,u,cUx,c;x+1,c′ψ

†
x+1,d,c′ − ψx+1,u,cU

†
x,c;x+1,c′ψ

†
x,d,c′)

p+ ψx,u,rψx,u,gψx,d,b + ψx,u,gψx,u,bψx,d,r + ψx,u,bψx,u,rψx,d,g

∆++ ψx,u,rψx,u,gψx,u,b

TABLE I. Operators Φx exciting some of the simplest color-neutral candidate particles of the model (p- and s-wave labels are
assigned according to their parity transformation properties [132]).
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c

FIG. 8. Log-log scale power law decay of π+ correlators from
Table I; at g = 0.1 (blue) and g = 10 (red); L ∈ [24, 100]
(darker tones for longer chains). The correlation strength
and its uncertainty are obtained averaging over equidistant
(x, y) pairs. The scaling dimensions ∆ of the associated op-
erators are extrapolated via linear regression. Data points
1 ≤ |x − y| ≤ L/3 from all system sizes L are included and
given a weight proportional to |x−y| (to enhance the asymp-
totic behaviour); points close to the boundary have been ex-
cluded and are shown in greyscale. The strong coupling s-
wave pion correlator exhibits an even-odd distance oscillatory
pattern, therefore only even distances are fitted. The 10% er-
ror estimates come from the comparison with unweighted fits.

neutrons n0, ∆++ and ∆− baryons have an gap M ≈ 1
in lattice units at g = 0.1. While we cannot exclude that
their gaps will close in the g → 0 limit, we can safely
conclude that is the case for charged pions π±, which are
gapless already at finite coupling (g = 0.1).

8 16 24 32

|x− y|

10−16

10−4
g = 0.1 (a)

M = 0.93(9)

8 16 24 32

|x− y|

10−56

10−5
g = 10.0 (b)

M = 3.8(4)

a b

FIG. 9. Log scale exponential decay of p+ correlator from
Table I; at g = 0.1 (blue, a) and g = 10 (red, b); L ∈ [24, 100]
(darker tones for longer chains). Methodology as per Fig. 8.
The fit slopes provide the particle’s massM = 1/ξ. Only even
distances are interpolated due to a clear even-odd distance
staggering; fitting odd distances yields similar results. Up to
normalization, ∆++ correlators are close to p+ ones.

2. Correlators

Asymptotically, connected correlators Gyz = ⟨ΦyΦ
†
z⟩−

⟨Φy⟩⟨Φ†
z⟩ of massive (massless) fields Φx are expected

to decay exponentially (algebraically) with space sepa-
ration [134, 135]. More precisely, Gyz ≃ Ce−M |y−z| and

Gyz ≃ C|y − z|−2∆
respectively; whereM is the physical

mass (inverse correlation length), ∆ is the CFT scaling
dimension of the field operator, and C can be reabsorbed
in the field normalization.

We evaluate the connected vacuum two-point function
Gyz for the field operators in Table I [136]. The mf = 0
phase is found to be a liquid of pions with gapped protons
and Delta baryons, in agreement with the energy gaps
results from the previous section. Here we show that this
characterization applies to the strong coupling phase as
well. Moreover, correlators allow to distinguish between
at least two kind (s- and p-wave) of π+ states. As we now
show, different pions realize superfluid order in the large
and small g regimes respectively. All pion correlators in
Fig. 8 decay as power laws with ∆ ≈ 1/3 or ∆ ≈ 1. The
large-g p-wave π+ is gapped and it has thus been omitted
in Fig. 8c. As anticipated, p+ (Fig. 9) and ∆++ are
gapped; they have similar correlation lengths, compatible
with the mass estimates from Fig. 7.
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V. DISCUSSION

In obtaining the results form the previous section, a
series of methods and properties of the model have been
derived. We now summarize them, providing additional
context, discussing their implications and giving an out-
look on future directions.

We truncated the infinite-dimensional SU(3) link space
of QCD by means of a cutoff in color irrep space [93],
illustrated in Section IIIA. The truncation can be con-
trolled by tuning the number of included irreps. This ap-
proach is agnostic to the number of spacetime dimensions
and extends naturally to any continuous gauge group;
moreover, it is not relevant solely to TN simulation but in
general to any computational paradigm based on canon-
ical quantization, such as quantum simulation. In Sec-
tion III B we showed how it can be combined with a split-
ting of gauge bosons into rishon d.o.f. to obtain a TN
state ansatz which is gauge invariant by construction. In
Appendix A we realized explicitly this prescription for
(1+1)D QCD. We considered two quark flavors and the
strictest possible truncation but the procedure is com-
pletely general and holds even for finite groups. Indeed,
we expect equilibrium TN simulations of less severe trun-
cations to be feasible via the above prescription. These
could shed light on the effects of the truncation and on
the untruncated limit, which is key in recovering the con-
tinuum physics of true QCD. Another possible extension
is the inclusion of a U(1) electric field. We conjectured
some of its implications, while the details of the imple-
mentation are examined in Appendix A.

Showing that the model has the expected continuum
limit is equivalent to proving that it has a critical point
at g,mu,md → 0. This was carried out in Section IVA,
by inspecting the vacuum entanglement [137]. Inciden-
tally, we found that criticality persists in a whole cylinder
around the mu = md = 0 line in (g,mu,md)-space, elon-
gated along the mu = md plane and spanning a weak
and a strong coupling phase. In Section IVB we iden-
tified some of the respective gapless bulk modes. See
Fig. 1 for a summary. At finite lattice spacing, the
weak coupling phase is dominated by a (gapless) super-
fluid of p-wave, charged pions π±. We supported this
claim with two independent analyses: finite-size scaling
of inter-sector gaps and decay of π+ liquid order param-
eters. These observations are strong signatures that π±

mesons belong to the physical particle spectrum in the
continuum limit [113], motivating future works devoted,
e.g., to the TN simulation of π+π− collisions [138–140]
in hardcore 2-flavor QCD2. Another ambitious extension
which is worth pursuing is higher spacetime dimensions
[16, 24, 141–147]. There, the existence of a transverse po-
larization makes the gluon a dynamical field, thus giving
access to a richer spectrum containing glueballs [148] and
possibly other exotic excitations from the QCD folklore.
A first TN study of a non-Abelian Yang-Mills theory in
(2+1)D by some of the authors has just appeared [149].
Finally, improved Hamiltonians [67, 150] and high per-

formance computing will become essential in the strive
for precision results.

Let us conclude by suggesting that the studied model
is in some sense “minimal”: Compared to other trun-
cation schemes [106], the one adopted here provides the
smallest non-trivial link space dimension while preserv-
ing exactly the local SU(3) symmetry. Moreover, in the
QLM approach, D-theory [85, 151] mandates that the
untruncated theory is obtained by dimensional reduc-
tion from a QLM in one more space dimension. Despite
its elegance, increasing the space dimension makes the
approach somewhat demanding for TN methods. Con-
versely, within the chosen truncation scheme our model
is the simplest having pions in the continuum spectrum.
Discarding additional irreps completely freezes the gauge
field and thus the dynamics. Restricting to a single quark
flavor clearly prevents π± from existing; furthermore, the
model was studied numerically and no signature of gap-
less neutral pion π0 was found [103]. Finally, the split-
ting of links into rishons and the gluing of the latter in a
composite site can be skipped with no consequences on
the physics, but then the computational Hilbert space
is larger (64L19L−1 vs 54L). On the other hand, giving
up on exact SU(3) gauge invariance, a number of finite
SU(3) subgroups have been explored in literature [152–
156], some of which of lower order than the link space
used here. Inspiring results were recently obtained from
the MC simulation of S(1080) [88]; yet, the associated
link space is much larger than the one constructed here.
Finally, a promising proposal which achieves controllable
truncation by deforming the gauge symmetry algebra to
a quantum group has been recently put forward [89–92].

VI. CONCLUSION

Within a Hamiltonian lattice regularization, we intro-
duced a maximally-truncated (i.e. hardcore gluon) model
of 2-flavor (1+1)D QCD. We constructed a gauge invari-
ant computational site and used it to perform TN sim-
ulations. We found MPS representations of the model’s
vacua, single particle and finite density states for a wide
range of bare quark mass mu,md and coupling g param-
eters. These were instrumental in proving that: (i) the
continuum limit of the model is well defined; and (ii) it
has charged pions in the particle spectrum— in close
analogy with (1+3)D QCD. We stress that both results
are expected for any proper discretization of ordinary
QCD, but they were far from obvious with the trunca-
tion in place. Rather, we argued in Section V that our
model is a minimal realization of a SU(3) gauge theory
displaying such features; it thus qualifies as an ideal QCD
testbed in settings where computational resources are
still a bottleneck, such as medium-term quantum com-
putation and real-time TN simulation [157–160], e.g. of
scattering processes [138–140].



9

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank M. Di Liberto, L. Tagliacozzo, T. V. Zache
and E. Zohar for helpful discussions. A fork of TeNPy
[96] and simsio [161] were used in calculations, Cloud-
Veneto [162] is acknowledged for the use of computing
facilities. We are grateful to the Mainz Institute for The-
oretical Physics (MITP) of the DFG Cluster of Excel-
lence PRISMA+ (project 39083149) for its kind hospi-
tality and partial support during the completion of this
work. MR is also grateful to the Racah Institute of
Physics of the Hebrew University of Jerusalem for hospi-
tality and partial support. This work is partially funded
by MIUR (through PRIN 2017) and fondazione CARI-
PARO, the INFN project QUANTUM, the EU’s Horizon
2020 research and innovation programme (PASQuanS2)
and QuantERA (through the T-NISQ and QuantHEP
projects), European Union - NextGenerationEU project
CN00000013 - Italian Research Center on HPC, Big Data
and Quantum Computing, and the Quantum Computing
and Simulation Center of Padova University.

Appendix A: Computational basis

In this section we detail the derivation of the gauge in-
variant local computational basis used in TN simulations.
We start with an arbitrary fermionic matter content and
(finite or compact Lie, simple) gauge group. We review
the construction of the local Hilbert spaces of each d.o.f.,
their irrep decomposition, the truncation of the gauge
variables, their factorization into rishons, and the assem-
bly of the dressed site. At each step, we take hardcore
2-flavor QCD2 as an example. See also Fig. 2 for an il-
lustration of the single flavor case. The generalization to
non-simple gauge groups is also briefly hinted for the case
of SU(3)color ×U(1)em. Following the physicist’s conven-
tion, we regularly confuse an irrep with its representation
space.

1. Matter site

The local Hilbert (Fock) space of a fermion multiplet

ψr , {ψs, ψ
†
t } = δst , r, s, t ∈ R (A1)

is the exterior algebra
∧
(R). Fixing an ordering in R,

a matrix realization of the anticommutator in Eq. (A1)
in the Fock basis is given by the in-site Jordan-Wigner
transformation [99, 163]

ψr =
(⊗

s<r σ3
)
⊗ σ− ⊗

(⊗
t>r I

)
. (A2)

Typically R is some representation of the model’s symme-
try group. Then the Hilbert space can be decomposed in
a direct sum of irreps and basis states are labeled |jαm⟩,
where j is an irrep, α a multiplicity index, and m labels
states in j. The expansion in the Fock basis is given in

terms of Clebsch-Gordan (CG) coefficients. Assuming R
to be irreducible,

⟨r1, . . . , rN |jαm⟩ = ACj12m12α1

Rr1Rr2
Cj123m123α2

j12m12Rr3
· · ·

· · ·CjmαN−1

j1...N−1m1...N−1RrN
. (A3)

Here |r1, . . . , rN ⟩ is the N -particle Fock state obtained
starting from the Fock vacuum and consecutively occu-
pying modes r1, . . . , rN ; A denotes antisymmetrization
over the ri indices; C are the CG coefficients; indices
αi keep track of the multiplicity in a elementary tensor
product; and α = (α1, . . . , αN−1) accounts for the overall
degeneracy of irrep j. Generalizing to a reducible repre-
sentation (e.g. multiple species) requires additional CG
decompositions and follows from the identity∧

(
⊕

iRi) ∼=
⊗

i

∧
(Ri) . (A4)

E.g., for Nf quarks in the fundamental irrep 3 of SU(3),

Hsite
∼= (1⊕ 3⊕ 3⊕ 1′)⊗Nf . (A5)

Already at Nf = 1, the trivial irrep 1 (singlet) appears
twice. At Nf = 2, irreps 6, 6 and 8 enter the final CG
decomposition as well, as shown in Table III.

2. Gauge links

The link Hilbert space is spanned by states |g⟩, g ∈ G,
where G is the gauge group [93]. For continuos groups
this is clearly infinite dimensional. In order to truncate
it, we switch to the irrep basis |jmn⟩ via non-Abelian
Fourier transform [93, 164]. Recall m ∈ j while n is an
index in the dual irrep j̄. In this basis,

⟨j′m′n′|E2|jmn⟩ = C2(j) δjj′δmm′δnn′ , (A6)

⟨j′m′n′|UJ
MN |jmn⟩ =

√
dim j
dim j′

∑
α,β

Cj′m′α
JMjmC

j′n′β
JNjn , (A7)

where C2 is the quadratic Casimir. By Eq. (A7), the link
space is generated acting with UMN in the fundamental
irrep on |000⟩; in hopping terms, J has to match the
irrep of the matter field (in Section II, the fundamental).
We truncate Hlink

∼=
⊕

j(j ⊗ j) via a cutoff Λ on the E2

spectrum, keeping only irreps j such that C2(j) ≤ Λ. For
SU(3), 4/3 ≤ Λ < 3 gives the 19-dimensional link space

Hlink
∼= (1⊗ 1)⊕ (3⊗ 3)⊕ (3⊗ 3) . (A8)

3. Rishon semilinks

Indicesm,m′ and n, n′ factorize in Eqs. (A6) and (A7),
suggesting that a link can be decomposed in two rishon
d.o.f. residing on its left and right ends,

Hlink ↪→ HL ⊗ HR
∼= (

⊕
j j)

⊗2

|jmn⟩ 7→ |jm⟩L ⊗ |j̄n⟩R .
(A9)
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At the operator level the mapping reads

E2 7−→ η2 ⊗ I + I ⊗ η2 , (A10)

UJ
MN 7−→ ζJM ⊗ (ζJN )† , (A11)

where we defined, on a single rishon space,

⟨kn|η2|jm⟩ = 1
2C2(j)δjkδmn , (A12)

⟨kn|ζJM |jm⟩ = 4

√
dim j
dim k

∑
α

Cknα
JMjm . (A13)

At the TN simulation level, the restriction from HL⊗HR

to Hlink is enforced by: (i) introducing on each link one
Abelian local symmetry with generator e2πiΦ, (ii) assign-
ing opposite charges ±ϕ to conjugate irreps jL and j̄R at
the two ends of the link, and (iii) working in the sector
where all link charges are zero. Fulfilling the latter re-
quirement will in general entail a decomposition of ζJM
and Eq. (A11) in a sum of terms, as many as the maxi-
mum number of target irreps appearing in a single fusion
with J of any link irrep j. Link symmetries can be ei-
ther U(1) or Z2N+1, where N is the number of pairs of
conjugate nontrivial irreps kept.

The SU(3) case of Eq. (A8) reads

Hsemilink
∼= HL

∼= HR
∼= 1⊕ 3⊕ 3 (A14)

Basis labels (grouped by irrep) are (0), (r, g, b), (c,m, y).
Let Πj be the projector on j, e.g.

Π3 = |r⟩⟨r|+ |g⟩⟨g|+ |b⟩⟨b| , (A15)

then (ζ is taken in the fundamental)

e2πiΦ = Π1 + e2πi/3Π3 + e4πi/3Π3 , (A16)

η2 = 4
3 (Π3 +Π3) , (A17)

ζr = |c⟩⟨0|+ |0⟩⟨r| − |b⟩⟨m|+ |g⟩⟨y| , (A18)

ζg = |m⟩⟨0|+ |0⟩⟨g| − |r⟩⟨y|+ |b⟩⟨c| , (A19)

ζb = |y⟩⟨0|+ |0⟩⟨b| − |g⟩⟨c|+ |r⟩⟨m| . (A20)

No decomposition of ζ is needed here because, within the
given truncation, each link irrep appears only once in a
fusion with the fundamental.

4. Dressed site

On a cubic lattice in D dimensions, the composite site
is forged fusing a matter site with 2D rishon d.o.f. and
selecting only physical— i.e. gauge singlet— states:

H = span{|jαm⟩ ∈ Hsite ⊗ H ⊗2D
semilink : j = 0} , (A21)

where the usual labeling convention has been adopted.
Combining Eqs. (A5), (A14) and (A21), the local com-

putational basis of hardcore 2-flavor QCD2 is obtained.
Its 54 singlets are listed in Table III, organized by various
quantum numbers. The computational matrix elements

Λ link rishon dressed

4/3 19 7 54
3 83 15 92

10/3 155 27 166
16/3 605 57 266
6 805 77 342
8 1534 104 392

TABLE II. Dimensions of the link, rishon and computational
spaces of 2-flavor QCD2 for truncation cutoffs Λ equal to
the few lowest SU(3) quadratic Casimir eigenvalues. The 64-
dimensional matter site is unaffected by the truncation.

of any physical local gauge invariant operator can be eval-
uated from the CG expansion of computational states in
the original “physical” matter and rishon bases. The CG
expansion is available online, for reproducibility [165], to-
gether with a script for computing matrix elements and
with its output for the operators relevant to our numer-
ical simulations. The dimension of various local Hilbert
spaces for higher truncation cutoffs Λ are reported in Ta-
ble II. The first few truncations are within the reach of
present-day TN calculations [143].

5. Inclusion of an electric field

A physically motivated extension of the model, which
would allow studying electric corrections to QCD2 in the
spontaneously broken electroweak phase [166], consists
in adding a U(1)-electromagnetic (em) component to its
gauge group. To this aim, new U(1) gauge d.o.f. have to
be implanted on each link and then split into rishons as
per Appendix A 3.
All U(1) irreps are one-dimensional and are labeled by

Q ∈ Z; Qu = −2Qd and we can set Qd = −1, from
which the electric charge Qα = 2Nu − Nd of each state
in Table III follows. Moreover,

UQ
em|Q′⟩ = |Q′ +Q⟩ , Eem|Q⟩ = Q|Q⟩ . (A22)

Insisting that the bare vacuum of all d.o.f. is a physical
state, at least 5 U(1) irreps have to be kept. We adopt
once again the maximal truncation. Then, each row in
Table III is split in 5− |Qα| entries, with the L rishon in
irreps QL,

−2−min(0, Qα) < QL < +2−max(0, Qα) , (A23)

and QR = −(QL + Qα). The resulting computational
basis consists of 150 states. Alternatively, a Z5 subgroup
truncation gives an even more bewildering—albeit still
attainable [143]—270-dimensional computational site.
At the level of the Hamiltonian, the extension amounts

to the following formal substitutions in Eq. (1)

U → UcolorU
Qf
em , gE → gcolorEcolor+ gemEem ; (A24)

regardless of the chosen truncation scheme.
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α SU(3)-color Z3-link U(1)-flavor(s) Z2-F SU(2)-isospin

jmatter ju jd jR jL ϕR ϕL Nu Nd σ I I3
1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 +1 0 0
2 1 1 1 3 3 −1 +1 0 0 +1 0 0
3 1 1 1 3 3 +1 −1 0 0 +1 0 0

4 3 1 3 1 3 0 +1 0 1 1/2 −1/2
5 3 1 3 3 3 −1 −1 0 1 1/2 −1/2
6 3 1 3 3 1 +1 0 0 1 1/2 −1/2

7 3 3 1 1 3 0 +1 1 0 1/2 +1/2
8 3 3 1 3 3 −1 −1 1 0 1/2 +1/2
9 3 3 1 3 1 +1 0 1 0 1/2 +1/2

10 6 3 3 3 3 +1 +1 1 1 +1 0 0

11 3 1 3 1 3 0 +1 0 2 1 −1
12 3 1 3 3 1 +1 0 0 2 1 −1
13 3 1 3 3 3 +1 +1 0 2 1 −1

14 3 3 3 1 3 0 +1 1 1 −1 1 0
15 3 3 3 3 1 +1 0 1 1 −1 1 0
16 3 3 3 3 3 +1 +1 1 1 −1 1 0

17 3 3 1 1 3 0 +1 2 0 1 +1
18 3 3 1 3 1 +1 0 2 0 1 +1
19 3 3 1 3 3 +1 +1 2 0 1 +1

20 8 3 3 3 3 −1 +1 1 2 1/2 −1/2
21 8 3 3 3 3 +1 −1 1 2 1/2 −1/2

22 8 3 3 3 3 −1 +1 2 1 1/2 +1/2
23 8 3 3 3 3 +1 −1 2 1 1/2 +1/2

24 1 1 1′ 1 1 0 0 0 3 3/2 −3/2
25 1 1 1′ 3 3 −1 +1 0 3 3/2 −3/2
26 1 1 1′ 3 3 +1 −1 0 3 3/2 −3/2

27 1 3 3 1 1 0 0 1 2 3/2 −1/2
28 1 3 3 3 3 −1 +1 1 2 3/2 −1/2
29 1 3 3 3 3 +1 −1 1 2 3/2 −1/2

30 1 3 3 1 1 0 0 2 1 3/2 +1/2
31 1 3 3 3 3 −1 +1 2 1 3/2 +1/2
32 1 3 3 3 3 +1 −1 2 1 3/2 +1/2

33 1 1′ 1 1 1 0 0 3 0 3/2 +3/2
34 1 1′ 1 3 3 −1 +1 3 0 3/2 +3/2
35 1 1′ 1 3 3 +1 −1 3 0 3/2 +3/2

36 6 3 3 3 3 −1 −1 2 2 +1 0 0

37 3 3 1′ 1 3 0 +1 1 3 1 −1
38 3 3 1′ 3 3 −1 −1 1 3 1 −1
39 3 3 1′ 3 1 +1 0 1 3 1 −1

40 3 3 3 1 3 0 +1 2 2 −1 1 0
41 3 3 3 3 3 −1 −1 2 2 −1 1 0
42 3 3 3 3 1 +1 0 2 2 −1 1 0

43 3 1′ 3 1 3 0 +1 3 1 1 +1
44 3 1′ 3 3 3 −1 −1 3 1 1 +1
45 3 1′ 3 3 1 +1 0 3 1 1 +1

46 3 3 1′ 1 3 0 −1 2 3 1/2 −1/2
47 3 3 1′ 3 1 −1 0 2 3 1/2 −1/2
48 3 3 1′ 3 3 +1 −1 2 3 1/2 −1/2

49 3 1′ 3 1 3 0 −1 3 2 1/2 +1/2
50 3 1′ 3 3 1 −1 0 3 2 1/2 +1/2
51 3 1′ 3 3 3 +1 −1 3 2 1/2 +1/2

52 1 1′ 1′ 1 1 0 0 3 3 +1 0 0
53 1 1′ 1′ 3 3 −1 +1 3 3 +1 0 0
54 1 1′ 1′ 3 3 +1 −1 3 3 +1 0 0

TABLE III. Quantum numbers of the basis states |α⟩: SU(3)-color irreps of matter, jmatter ∈ ju ⊗ jd; SU(3)-color irrep jR (jL)
and corresponding Z3-link charge ϕR (ϕL) of the R (L) rishon; numbers Nu, Nd of up and down quarks; Z2-F flavor parity σ
of Nu = Nd states; SU(2)-isospin irrep I and projection I3 = (Nu −Nd)/2. Note that ϕR,L contribute to different link charges;
moreover, Z2-F and SU(2)-isospin provide good quantum numbers only for degenerate quark masses.
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Appendix B: Strong coupling expansion

In this section we perform a strong coupling expan-
sion (SCE) for hardcore 2-flavor QCD2. We work in the
regime g ≫ 1, mf = 0 and treat the hopping term in
Eq. (1) as a perturbation of the chromoelectric energy
term:

H0 =
g2

2

∑
x

E2
x;x+1 , (B1)

H1 =
i

2

∑
x,f ,c,c′

ψ†
x,f ,cU

†
x,c;x+1,c′ψx+1,f ,c′ +H.c. ; (B2)

We restrict to the unperturbed ground space Heff —
the null space H0 —and use second order, degenerate
perturbation theory to define an effective Hamiltonian

Heff = g−2 V †H1(−H0)
pH1V , (B3)

which resolves order O(1/g2) splittings. Here Ap is the
Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse of A and V is the isometry
from the full Hilbert space to Heff. In the dressed site
formulation, V decomposes in a product of local isome-
tries vx projecting on the gauge-trivial states,

v = |ddd⟩⟨24|+ |udd⟩⟨27|+ |uud⟩⟨30|+ |uuu⟩⟨33|+
+ |◦⟩⟨1|+ |•⟩⟨52| , (B4)

where we labeled states in Heff according to their quark
content (◦ = empty, • = full). Furthermore, H0 is local
on links as well as on dressed sites. Finally, because each
summand in Eq. (B2) changes the gauge state on exactly
one link, both H1 factors in Eq. (B3) must to act on the
same link. From the previous observations it follows that
Heff is nearest-neighbor. Up to an additive constant,

g2Heff = 3
∑
x

Sz
1
2 ,x
Sz

1
2 ,x+1 +

∑
x

S⃗ 3
2 ,x

· S⃗ 3
2 ,x+1 , (B5)

where Sz
1/2 = (|◦⟩⟨◦|− |•⟩⟨•|)/2 and S⃗3/2 are the spin ma-

trices over (|ddd⟩, |udd⟩, |uud⟩, |uuu⟩)— the isospin-3/2
quadruplet. Interestingly, the even and odd baryon num-
ber subspaces decouple at leading order in the expansion.
The dynamics of the former is ruled by an antiferromag-
netic Ising model whose Z2 symmetry represents charge
conjugation; the odd subspace realizes a spin-3/2 antifer-
romagnetic Heisenberg model with SU(2)-isospin symme-
try, which remains unbroken in the massive quarks case,
as long as mu = md. Numerical evaluation of the single-
site reduced density matrix shows that the Heisenberg
model dominates the strong coupling physics: at g = 10.0
the populations of the isospin-0 states are suppressed by
more than 3 orders of magnitudes with respect to those
of the isospin-3/2 quadruplet.

A comparison with the SCE in [67] reveals how the
presence of two quarks flavors instead of one greatly en-
larges the configuration space of the model, also at the
level of the zero chromoelectric energy effective subspace.

g εn − ε0 (n = 0, 1, . . .)

0.1 0, 1, 19.5, 20.6, 63, 64, 104, . . .
10.0 0, 1, 3.9, 7.5, 7.7, 9.9, 10.0, . . .

TABLE IV. Gaps of the first few Hamiltonian eigenvalues
εn in the vacuum sector, at weak and strong coupling. To
emphasize the hierarchy of the splittings, we chose units such
that ε1 − ε0 = 1, independently for each g value.
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FIG. 10. Up quark number density ρx,u (a) and link energy
density E2

x;x+1 (b) of the 7 lowest energy eigenstates |n⟩ in
the vacuum sector, as found by DMRG, at g = 0.1 and L = 8.
The down flavored profiles ρx,d are identical. In (b) we sub-
tracted the |0⟩ contribution. Points are spline interpolated;
the divergencies at the boundaries are an artifact (Runge’s
phenomenon).

Appendix C: Vacuum sector

In this section we inspect the vacuum sector of the
model— i.e., the unflavored Nu = Nd = 0 sector [130]—
with the main goal of assessing whether certain phases
undergo spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB). SSB is
relevant, e.g., when comparing expectation values on ex-
cited states with their vacuum (unflavoured ground state)
expectation value (VEV), as done in Section IVB. In-
deed, certain observables may not admit an unambiguous
definition of VEV in the presence of degenerate vacua.

1. Intra-sector excitations

We compute the 7 lowest Hamiltonian eigenstates in
the unflavored sector, atmf = 0 and both small and large
g. Their gaps are reported in Table IV. At large coupling
there is no clear hierarchy among them, bolstering the ar-
gument in favour of a unique vacuum and rendering the
subtraction of VEVs straightforward and unambiguous.
The strong coupling vacuum density profiles are C, P, F
antisymmetric: ⟨ρx,u⟩ = −⟨ρ−x,u⟩ = −⟨ρx,d⟩. At small
coupling, the eigenstates organize in quasi-degenerate
doublets with density profiles (see Fig. 10a) which are
charge C and parity P conjugate one of the other (each
profile is individually CP and flavor F symmetric). Since
the Hamiltonian is C and P symmetric, it would appear
reasonable to treat the two lowest states, |0⟩ and |1⟩,
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FIG. 11. Structure factors from Eq. (C1) detecting F (left)
and C (right) long-range order at g = 0.1 (top, blue) and
g = 10.0 (bottom, red). Finite size scaling with L ∈ [24, 88]
(darker tones correspond to longer chains).

as degenerate vacua. On the other hand, even the finer
(inter-doublet) splittings in Table IV are well resolved by
DMRG and, as shown by Fig. 10b, they originate from a
physical effect in the gauge link configuration. We thus
rule out SSB and attribute the C and P violations in the
density profiles to the hybridization of the eigenstates
found by DMRG with a low-energy flavourless excita-
tion—such as a neutral pion π0 —whose gap we expect
to close in the thermodynamic limit. In order to circum-
vent problems originating from symmetry violations, we
do not subtract number density VEVs in Section IVB.

2. Structure factors

We conclude by presenting another diagnostic for (the
lack of) SSB. If the symmetry σ suspected of being bro-
ken is known, SSB can be detected testing for long-range
order via some associated order parameter. Figure 11
shows the finite size scaling of the structure factors,

Sσ
L(k) =

1

L

∑
y,z

e−ik(y−z)⟨Oσ
yO

σ
z ⟩ , (C1)

for σ ∈ {F,C}, with OF,C
x = ρx,u ∓ ρx,d, A peak

Sσ
L(k) ∼ L would reveal long-range order in σ with 2π/k-

periodicity. The peak at k = π in Fig. 11c shows the
emergence of antiferromagnetic flavor order at strong
coupling. Still, SF

L (π) grows sub-linearly with L (inset

plot), suggesting that the order is quasi-long-range. This
result is compatible with the Mermin-Wagner theorem
[167–169], forbidding spontaneous breaking of continuos
symmetries in 1D quantum models with short range in-
teractions (F corresponds to a Z2 subgroup of SU(2)-

2−12 2−11 2−10
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0 L/2 L

x
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FIG. 12. Convergence of the energy εL (a) and entanglement
entropy S(x) (b): relative deviation |Oχ/Oχ→∞ − 1| of their
value at finite bond dimension χ from the exact one, where
O = εL, S(x). The exact value is estimated via a power law
interpolation Oχ = AχB + Oχ→∞. The precision decreases
with the system size, as shown in (a) for the energy. The same
holds for the entropy, although only the largest size L = 92 is
reported in (b).

isospin). The fact that the isospin-3/2 quadruplet dom-
inates the strong coupling physics in Eq. (B5), while |◦⟩
and |•⟩ are highly suppressed, explains both the quasi-
long-range F order (arising from the antiferromagnetic
XXX3/2 model) and, simultaneously, the lack ofC break-
ing (which would be expected for an antiferromagnetic
Ising model). In conclusion, we find no evidence of SSB.

Appendix D: Convergence

The aim of this work consists in characterizing certain
qualitative features of hardcore 2-flavor QCD2 (mainly,
existence of the continuum limit and its particles) rather
than extracting quantitative numerical estimates. For
this reason, the finite bond dimension extrapolation to
χ → ∞ has not been performed systematically. We
nonetheless verified the convergence of numerical simu-
lations in the more demanding weak coupling phase. We
achieved 6 digits or higher relative precision for ground
state energies (Fig. 12a). Consistent with expectations,
entanglement entropy suffers more severely from the TN
approximation, with truncation effects reaching almost
the percent order at mid-chain in the longest chains
(Fig. 12b).
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